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It is widely recognized that changes of the local environment,
such as solute–solvent interactions, can significantly affect
excited-state properties and chemical reactivity of a variety of
molecular systems.[1–7] Intermolecular hydrogen bonding (H-
bonding) is a site-specific interaction between donor and
acceptor molecules, and the nature of such interactions
determines the properties of chemical and biological systems
in the liquid phase.[2–14] Solvation dynamics, which have been
studied by using ultrafast spectroscopy and theoretical
simulation (see, for example, Refs. [15–18]), become critical
when the timescales of bonding and solvent organization are
similar to those of the processes involved, as in many charge-
transfer reactions.

In protic media, relaxation of the solvent that surrounds
an excited probe molecule that undergoes intramolecular
charge transfer (CT) has been described to result from, in
some cases, simple dielectric (nonspecific) solvation or, in
other cases, from H-bonding (specific) interactions.[19,20]

However, the presence of multiple binding sites[21, 22] in the
solute, and/or the control over solvent polarity and compo-
sition[23, 24] could mask the influence of site specificity and the
direct role of the solvent network. Nibbering and co-workers
have shown that time-resolved IR spectroscopy of H-bonded
systems has site-specific sensitivity,[7, 10, 12] and Phillips and co-
workers recently used this technique to obtain the timescale
for the H-bonding formation of solute–solvent com-
plexes.[25, 26] In a recent cogent report of CT in DNA-related
systems,[27] site-specific interactions were found to be impor-
tant, but the origin of the induced stabilization requires
knowledge of the solvent network and its dynamics.

Herein, we examine the crucial role of H-bonding in CT
by carefully designing an ideal probe molecule with one active
site, and studying it in mixed solvents with different H-
bonding affinities but with similar polarities. The probe,
formylperylene (FPe), has a single carbonyl group, which is
the unique site for specific H-bond interactions and electron-
accepting character (see Scheme 1). Upon electronic excita-
tion, the probe molecule undergoes CTwith an increase in the
electronic charge density (basicity) on the carbonyl group. As
a result, the binding with the protic solvent molecules through

intermolecular H-bonds becomes stronger. To investigate the
ultrafast solvation dynamics coupled to the CT of FPe, we
recorded the femtosecond-resolved fluorescence Stokes shift
in a series of binary mixtures of a protic solvent, methanol
(MeOH), and an aprotic solvent, acetonitrile (ACN). In this
way, the specific solvation dynamics of the H-bonding
interaction is deciphered and distinguished from nonspecific
solvation. The results allow the nature of solvent-network-
assisted CT to be elucidated; this phenomenon is relevant to
the issues of proton-coupled electron transfer in other systems
including those of enzyme catalysis[28] and charge-transfer
reactions in DNA assemblies.[29]

Figure 1 shows the absorption and emission spectra of FPe
in cyclohexane (CHx), ACN, MeOH, and ACN/MeOH
binary mixtures. The absorption spectra in all solvents show
vibronic structures and weak solvent dependence. The
maxima of the broad absorption bands are located near
470 nm, which differs substantially from that in the parent
molecule perylene (around 430 nm).[30] Although there is no
perceivable spectral shift when the solvent is changed from
ACN to MeOH, a systematic change in the red tail of the
absorption with the increase of the MeOH concentration is
observed. This change indicates the formation of a H-bonded
complex between FPe and MeOH; the probability of dimer
formation is very low as the concentration FPe is very low

Scheme 1. Schematic representation of site-selective solvation.
Ground- and excited-state hydrogen bonding (site-specific) occurs
between the carbonyl oxygen atom of FPe and the protic hydrogen
atom of MeOH. The network of solvent molecules is emphasized
together with the charge transfer from a perylene moiety to the
carbonyl group.

[*] Dr. O. F. Mohammed, Dr. O.-H. Kwon, Dr. C. M. Othon,
Prof. Dr. A. H. Zewail
Physical Biology Center for Ultrafast Science and Technology
Arthur Amos Noyes Laboratory of Chemical Physics
California Institute of Technology
Pasadena, CA 91125 (USA)
Fax: (+ 1)626-792-8456
E-mail: zewail@caltech.edu

[**] This work was supported by the National Science Foundation.

Angewandte
Chemie

6251Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2009, 48, 6251 –6256 � 2009 Wiley-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA, Weinheim



(ca. 5 � 10�5
m). From the absorption spectral analysis, an

equilibrium exists between the free and 1:1 H-bonded FPe
with association constant of Keq = 0.5� 0.2, which indicates
that more than 90 % of FPe molecules are complexed in a
neat MeOH solution. The existence of the ground-state H-
bonding interaction between the carbonyl oxygen atom of
FPe and the protic hydrogen atom of MeOH is confirmed by
steady-state IR measurements. For CHx, the C=O stretch
vibration is located around 1695 cm�1; on the other hand, for
deuterated MeOH, the C=O band is downshifted by approx-
imately 15 cm�1, and is much broader than that in CHx (data
not shown), which is a signature of complexation with the
solvent.

It can be clearly seen that the mirror symmetry between
absorption and emission spectra is broken for FPe in polar
solvents, unlike the case in CHx solution (see Figure 1), and
the emission shows featureless broad spectra that are
substantially red-shifted relative to their absorption spectra.
As with nitroperylene and substituted vinyltetrahydropy-
renes,[5, 31] the emission is that of the CT state, as evidenced by

the magnitude of the large red-shift and the fact that transient
absorption of the perylene cation near 555 nm has been
observed.[32] The CT involves the perylene moiety and the
carbonyl group as an electron donor and acceptor, respec-
tively. As the emission maximum of FPe in MeOH solution is
red-shifted by approximately 1000 cm�1 compared to that in
ACN solution, the emissive state (CT state) must be more
stable in the protic solvent, even though both ACN and
MeOH are of similar polarity: e20oC ¼ 33:0 for MeOH and
36.6 for ACN.

The additional shift in MeOH is, therefore, attributable to
the site-specific H-bonding interaction of the carbonyl group
of FPe with the hydroxy group of MeOH. It is noteworthy
that the emission spectrum of FPe in ethanol is more
bathochromically shifted than that in ACN (data not
shown), despite the fact that ethanol (e20oC ¼ 25:3) is less
polar than ACN. This observation is again consistent with this
selective binding, beyond the dielectric continuum effect of
solvation. The extent of selectivity becomes clear from studies
in ACN/MeOH mixtures. The emission maxima red-shift
from 529.3 to 541.4 nm when the MeOH content in ACN was
increased from 5 to 20%, and begins to reach an asymptotic
value at an MeOH content of approximately 50 % (see
Figures 1 and 5).

The dynamics were investigated by recording the time-
dependent fluorescence spectral shift, which is a consequence
of energy relaxation. Time-resolved fluorescence spectra
were reconstructed with a series of kinetic profiles measured
at ten different emission wavelengths that cover the blue and
the red envelopes of fluorescence, as described elsewhere.[9,33]

As an example, Figure 2 displays several representative
femtosecond-resolved fluorescence transients in a binary
MeOH/ACN (20:80) mixture. The fluorescence transients
display a multiple exponential decay (the blue region) and
rise (in the red region) with time constants that span a few
hundred femtoseconds to several tens of picoseconds, which is
a signature of an ultrafast solvation process. By fitting the
reconstructed spectra to lognormal shapes (Figure 3), we can
correlate the time-dependent peak fluorescence wavenumber
�nnmaxðtÞ to the solvation-energy change DEs. The transient
behavior shows very different timescales, and typically can be
fitted well to three exponential decays. Details of the results
for all solvents are presented in Figure 4 and Table 1.

The magnitude of the total Stokes shift strongly depends
on the proportion of MeOH in the solvent mixture. The
steady-state spectral behavior indicates that the H-bonding
interaction between the carbonyl group of FPe and MeOH is
stronger in the excited state than that in the ground state.
Upon excitation, FPe undergoes ultrafast CT, which gives rise
to a sudden increase in the electron density on the carbonyl
group as well as a large change in the dipole moment. The
spectral dynamics observed for FPe in neat ACN result from
“nonspecific solvation”, for which no specific chemical bonds
are formed or broken, because ACN does not possess any H-
bond-donating ability. The obtained time constants of 90 and
530 fs agree well with those reported for inertial librational
motion (� 100 fs) and the rotational and translational diffu-
sive motion (ca. 0.5 ps) in ACN.[19] Time constants of 1.6 and
13.4 ps were obtained for FPe in neat MeOH solution. The

Figure 1. Steady-state absorption and fluorescence spectra. Solvent
mixture compositions are given in each panel. Fluorescence spectra
were obtained following excitation at 450 nm. The dotted lines are
guides for the eyes to show spectral changes in absorption and
emission.
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former value is similarly ascribed to rotational and transla-
tional motions in MeOH,[19,34] whereas the latter is unique to
the specific interactions through H-bonding, and the time-
scale for the solvent network around the probe is determined
by the solvent binding and reorganization. We note that the
13.4 ps component is absent in the transient spectra of
nitroperylene in MeOH, where the specific interaction is
effectively weakened; only two time constants of 150 fs and
1.7 ps were reported.[5] A time constant of 15 ps, which arises
from H-bonding interactions, has also been observed in the
bulk solvent of MeOH (with coumarin 153).[19] However,
experiments in mixed solvents are essential in order to
establish its origin.

In a binary mixture, free FPe and H-bonded FPe–MeOH
coexist in their ground states. From the value of Keq (0.5), it
can be calculated that 70 % of the FPe molecules form 1:1
ground-state H-bonded complexes when the MeOH content
is 20%. In the mixture, solvent molecules have to diffuse from

the bulk for network formation. For example, at the concen-
tration of 20 %, the density d of MeOH is 3 � 1027 m�3 and the
average distance between MeOH molecules is given by
�xx = d�1/3.[35] With a diffusion coefficient of approximately 3 �
10�9 m2 s�1, the time constant (�xx2

�
6D) is deduced to be

approximately 30 ps, which is remarkably close to the value
obtained for the solvation time at the same concentration.
The slowest time constant (t3) in binary mixtures follows this
trend of diffusion quite well (Table 1). As the rotational time,
which partly contributes to the solvation in MeOH, is an
order of magnitude faster (1–2 ps) than t3, the observed
slowest solvation component represents the translational
diffusion of MeOH to replace some of ACN molecules in
the first solvation shell of FPe. This diffusion is followed by
rapid H-bonding formation (see below); the local H-bonding
dynamics are reported to occur on a timescale of 100 fs or
less.[3, 10] The t2 value of around 1 ps in mixed solvents reflects
the convolution of diffusive motion of ACN and MeOH, and

Figure 2. Transient fluorescence spectra. Representative femtosecond
time-resolved upconversion signals were obtained following excitation
at 448 nm in ACN with 20% MeOH. The monitored wavelengths are
indicated in each panel. Time constants in picoseconds as well as
their fractions (in parenthesis) from the multiexponential fits are also
given in the panels. The long lifetime component of 5 ns was included
in the analysis but not given in the panels for simplicity, as it
represents the lifetime of the state.

Figure 3. Time-dependent spectral evolution. Solvent mixture composi-
tions and delay times are given in each panel, which show the spectral
shift that arises from the solvent response. Spectral intensities are
normalized.
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the inertial dynamics (t1) contributed by ACN is observed on
the timescale of 0.1–0.2 ps (Figure 4 and Table 1).

A significant observation in the transient behavior shown
in Figure 4 is the absence of the 13 ps component for FPe in
ACN solution and in mixed solvents. This observation is
consistent with the steady-state spectra shown in Figure 1, in
which an asymptotic value is reached nearly at the 50 % range
(see also Figure 5). If such slow dynamics (13 ps component)
were present in the H-bonding interaction with a single
MeOH molecule, these would have also appeared in binary
mixtures because of the appreciable fraction of ground-state
FPe–MeOH complexes, whose solvation processes are not
governed by slow diffusion. Accordingly, in neat MeOH a

collective solvation process is involved, and cooperatively
defines the network around the site. Beyond the range of
approximately 50%, the critical size of the effective network
is expected to be established (Figure 5).

When a steady state is reached in solvation (Figure 3) and
a fully relaxed excited CT state is formed, the transient
fluorescence spectra show the dependence of the shift on
solvent composition. The maximum of the spectra at long
times (�nn1) is located at 19100 cm�1 and 18100 cm�1 for FPe in
ACN and MeOH, respectively, and somewhere between these

Figure 4. Solvation-energy change. Solvation time constants in the bi-
or tri-exponential fits are given in each panel for each solvent mixture
composition. Detailed parameters of the multiexponenial fits are
summarized in Table 1.

Table 1: Parameters obtained for solvation dynamics.[a]

MeOH content
[%]

DE1

[cm�1]
t1

[ps]
DE2

[cm�1]
t2

[ps]
DE3

[cm�1]
t3

[ps]
�nn0

[cm�1]
�nn1
[cm�1]

0 514�43 0.09�0.01 490�41 0.53�0.05 20090�129 19 060�8
5 453�119 0.08�0.03 419�70 0.77�0.14 174�14 61.8�15.8 19892�120 18 829�16
10 769�83 0.17�0.03 284�63 1.30�0.33 279�9 48.8�4.7 19994�90 18 711�8
20 531�77 0.23�0.06 294�75 1.57�0.49 392�11 34.5�2.2 19724�62 18 488�5
100 348�28 1.61�0.21 926�27 13.4�0.7 19417�24 18 130�7

[a] Solvation energy change is fitted to DEs ¼
P

i
DEiexpð�t=tiÞ+�nn1. Error bars are determined from the standard deviation in the fits of

reconstructed spectra to a lognormal function.

Figure 5. Role of the collective H-bonding network in the charge-
transfer process. a) Representation of solvation in our charge-transfer
system. Pe and CH-O represent the perylene moiety and the formyl
group, respectively, of formylperylene. Whereas a probe dipole is
stabilized by dielectric solvation in the non-H-bonding solvent ACN,
the charge transfer is further facilitated by collective H-bonding net-
work formation around the specific site of the probe in the protic
solvent MeOH. The enhanced charge separation is highlighted using
large circles of charges, and the charge-conducting network is regarded
as a part of the chemical system. b) Steady-state fluorescence spectral
shift. In the presence of MeOH, an additional Stokes shift, which
arises from the H-bond network formation in the protic solvent, is
evident compared to the shift in aprotic ACN with a similar polarity.
c) Ultrafast solvation dynamics for two extremes of solvent composi-
tion (MeOH and ACN; for all other mixtures, see Figure 4); however,
the former (MeOH) clearly displays the additional site-specific inter-
actions, as evidenced by the 13 ps component (see text).
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values in ACN/MeOH mixtures. This observation reflects the
stabilization of the CT state, which increases with the content
of MeOH. The approximate total Stokes shift in ACN and in
neat MeOH is 1500 and 2500 cm�1, respectively. Upon
excitation of FPe, the strong negative charge on the C=O
group can be delocalized along new H-bond networks and the
CT state can be consequently further stabilized. In this case,
the H-bond reformation, which is indispensible for the
efficient charge-flow through H-bond networks, is expected
to govern the rate of the overall specific solvation. We note
that the transient absorption spectra of FPe in MeOH[32] is
close to that of a perylene cation radical produced by
bimolecular electron quenching.[36, 37] This observation gives
additional support to a substantial charge transfer from the
perylene moiety to the carbonyl group in the protic solvent
MeOH; no evidence for electron solvation by MeOH
molecules was observed. Finally, this component has been
shown to exist in neat MeOH on the timescale of 10–
20 ps,[38, 39] which is consistent with the site binding time being
faster than the observed 13 ps process, and again supports the
significance of network reorganization (see Figure 5).

In conclusion, these first observations of charge transfer
assisted by solvent dynamics for formylperylene in protic
solvents indicate the direct role of the collective solvent
network at a single molecular site. The systematic variation of
composition for the two solvents studied, methanol and
acetonitrile, which are of similar polarities but different
hydrogen-bonding affinities, allowed us to decipher the
contribution of specific hydrogen-bonding interaction to the
overall solvation. The timescales involved are generally of
two types: those involved directly in site binding through
solvent reorganization (13 ps for neat methanol), and the
longer one, which is controlled by solvent bulk diffusion and
ranges here from 35–60 ps, depending on the mole fraction of
methanol in the mixture. The results reported in this study can
explain features of solvation that are not understood within
the framework of the dielectric continuum model and those
involved in charge transfer, as, for example, in the case when
such binding drives the transfer from the donor to the
acceptor sites in a pyrene-labeled DNA base.[27] The notion
that the charge transfer is assisted by collective solvent
interactions and the delocalization of charges through the
network, have important implications not only to solvation
but also to local chemical reactions such as those of enzyme
catalysis.

Experimental Section
FPe was synthesized according to the procedure previously
reported[40] and purified twice by column chromatography. The
solvents, ACN and MeOH, were purchased from Sigma–Aldrich
and used without further purification. The experimental apparatus is
detailed elsewhere.[4]

Received: May 1, 2009
Revised: June 18, 2009
Published online: July 14, 2009

.Keywords: charge transfer · femtochemistry ·
hydrogen-bonding dynamics · solvation dynamics ·
time-resolved fluorescence

[1] J. L. N. P�rez Lustres, S. A. Kovalenko, M. Mosquera, T.
Senyushkina, W. Flasche, N. P. Ernsting, Angew. Chem. 2005,
117, 5779; Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2005, 44, 5635.

[2] A. Douhal, F. Lahmani, A. H. Zewail, Chem. Phys. 1996, 207,
477.

[3] E. Pines, D. Pines, Y.-Z. Ma, G. R. Fleming, ChemPhysChem
2004, 5, 1315.

[4] O.-H. Kwon, A. H. Zewail, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2007, 104,
8703.

[5] O. F. Mohammed, E. Vauthey, J. Phys. Chem. A 2008, 112, 3823.
[6] J. L. Cook, C. A. Hunter, C. M. R. Low, A. Perez-Velasco, J. G.

Vinter, Angew. Chem. 2008, 120, 6371; Angew. Chem. Int. Ed.
2008, 47, 6275.

[7] a) E. T. J. Nibbering, H. Fidder, E. Pines, Annu. Rev. Phys.
Chem. 2005, 56, 337; b) E. T. J. Nibbering, F. Tschirschwitz, C.
Chudoba, T. Elsaesser, J. Phys. Chem. A 2000, 104, 4236; c) C.
Chudoba, E. T. J. Nibbering, T. Elsaesser, Phys. Rev. Lett. 1998,
81, 3010.

[8] Hydrogen-Transfer Reactions (Eds.: J. T. Hynes, J. P. Klinman,
H.-H. Limbach, R. L. Schowen), Wiley-VCH, Weinheim, 2007.

[9] S. K. Pal, A. H. Zewail, Chem. Rev. 2004, 104, 2099.
[10] E. T. J. Nibbering, T. Elsaesser, Chem. Rev. 2004, 104, 1887.
[11] N. Agmon, J. Phys. Chem. A 2005, 109, 13.
[12] C. Chudoba, E. T. J. Nibbering, T. Elsaesser, J. Phys. Chem. A

1999, 103, 5625.
[13] H. Dube, B. Kasumaj, C. Calle, M. Saito, G. Jeschke, F.

Diederich, Angew. Chem. 2008, 120, 2638; Angew. Chem. Int.
Ed. 2008, 47, 2600.

[14] D. Laage, J. T. Hynes, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2007, 104,
11167.

[15] R. Jimenez, G. R. Fleming, P. V. Kumar, M. Maroncelli, Nature
1994, 369, 471.

[16] M. Glasbeek, H. Zhang, Chem. Rev. 2004, 104, 1929.
[17] J. Tomasi, B. Mennucci, R. Cammi, Chem. Rev. 2005, 105, 2999.
[18] N. Nandi, K. Bhattacharyya, B. Bagchi, Chem. Rev. 2000, 100,

2013.
[19] M. L. Horng, J. A. Gardecki, A. Papazyan, M. Maroncelli, J.

Phys. Chem. 1995, 99, 17311.
[20] M. Sajadi, T. Obernhuber, S. A. Kovalenko, M. Mosquera, B.

Dick, N. P. Ernsting, J. Phys. Chem. A 2009, 113, 44.
[21] G. Jones, W. R. Jackson, C. Choi, W. R. Bergmark, J. Phys.

Chem. 1985, 89, 294.
[22] A. Morimoito, T. Yatsuhashi, T. Shimada, L. Biczok, D. A. Tryk,

H. Inoue, J. Phys. Chem. A 2001, 105, 10488.
[23] C. F. Chapman, R. S. Fee, M. Maroncelli, J. Phys. Chem. 1995, 99,

4811.
[24] T. Molotsky, D. Huppert, J. Phys. Chem. A 2003, 107, 2769.
[25] W. M. Kwok, C. Ma, M. W. George, D. C. Grills, P. Matousek,

A. W. Parker, D. Phillips, W. T. Toner, M. Towrie, Photochem.
Photobiol. Sci. 2007, 6, 987.

[26] W. M. Kwok, M. W. George, D. C. Grills, C. S. Ma, P. Matousek,
A. W. Parker, D. Phillips, W. T. Toner, M. Towrie, Angew. Chem.
2003, 115, 1870; Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2003, 42, 1826.

[27] A. Trifonov, I. Buchvarov, H. A. Wagenknecht, T. Fiebig, Chem.
Phys. Lett. 2005, 409, 277.

[28] S. Hammes-Schiffer, S. J. Benkovic, Annu. Rev. Biochem. 2006,
75, 519.

[29] C. Wan, T. Fiebig, O. Schiemann, J. K. Barton, A. H. Zewail,
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2000, 97, 14052.

[30] T. Kasajima, S. Akimoto, S. Sato, I. Yamazaki, J. Phys. Chem. A
2004, 108, 3268.

Angewandte
Chemie

6255Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2009, 48, 6251 –6256 � 2009 Wiley-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA, Weinheim www.angewandte.org

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0301-0104(96)00067-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0301-0104(96)00067-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cphc.200301004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cphc.200301004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0702944104
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0702944104
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp800254q
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ange.200801349
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/anie.200801349
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/anie.200801349
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.physchem.56.092503.141314
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.physchem.56.092503.141314
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp9937095
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.81.3010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.81.3010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cr020689l
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cr020694p
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp047465m
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp990949b
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp990949b
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ange.200705180
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/anie.200705180
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/anie.200705180
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0701699104
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0701699104
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/369471a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/369471a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cr0206723
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cr9904009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cr980127v
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cr980127v
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/j100048a004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/j100048a004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp807605b
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/j100248a024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/j100248a024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp0117213
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/j100013a060
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/j100013a060
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp022317m
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b708414e
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b708414e
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ange.200219816
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ange.200219816
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/anie.200219816
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cplett.2005.05.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cplett.2005.05.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.biochem.75.103004.142800
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.biochem.75.103004.142800
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.250483297
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp036503j
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp036503j
http://www.angewandte.org


[31] S. Sumalekshmy, K. R. Gopidas, Photochem. Photobiol. Sci.
2005, 4, 539.

[32] O. F. Mohammed, T. Tahara, unpubilshed results.
[33] W. Lu, J. Kim, W. Qiu, D. Zhong, Chem. Phys. Lett. 2004, 388,

120.
[34] The ultrafast solvent inertial relaxation (librational motion) is

faster than ca. 100 fs in MeOH and is not fully resolved in our
measurements because of the limited instrumental response
function of 250 fs; the fractional amplitude of the inertial motion
of ACN in this study is appreciably smaller than that reported
with a better time resolution.[19] We can estimate the missing
component in the solvation dynamics that arises from the
inaccessibility of the ultrafast inertial component (� 100 fs) by
following a method proposed by Fee and Maroncelli (see R. S.
Fee, M. Maroncelli, Chem. Phys. 1994, 183, 235). Using an
approximation, �nnpð0Þ � �nnpðabsÞ � �nnnpðabsÞ � �nnnpðemÞ

� �
,

where the subscripts “p” and “np” denote polar and nonpolar

reference spectra, �nnð0Þ for ACN and MeOH were deduced to be
(20600� 150) cm�1. With this value, the fractional amplitudes
for ultrafast inertial motions (t1) in ACN and MeOH were
calculated to be 0.68 and 0.48, respectively, which are satisfac-
torily similar to the corresponding values (0.69 and 0.44)
reported by Horng et al.[19] with the time resolution of ca. 100 fs.

[35] F. Cichos, A. Willert, U. Rempel, C. von-Borczyskowski, J. Phys.
Chem. A 1997, 101, 8179.

[36] S. Pag�s, B. Lang, E. Vauthey, J. Phys. Chem. A 2004, 108, 549.
[37] S. Pag�s, B. Lang, E. Vauthey, J. Phys. Chem. A 2006, 110, 7547.
[38] I. R. Piletic, K. J. Gaffney, M. D. Fayer, J. Chem. Phys. 2003, 119,

423.
[39] R. Laenen, G. M. Gale, N. Lascoux, J. Phys. Chem. A 1999, 103,

10708.
[40] N. P. Buu-Ho�, C. T. Long, Rec. Trav. Chim. Pays-Bas 1956, 75,

1121.

Communications

6256 www.angewandte.org � 2009 Wiley-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA, Weinheim Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2009, 48, 6251 –6256

http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b503251b
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b503251b
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cplett.2004.03.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cplett.2004.03.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0301-0104(94)00019-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp9716694
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp9716694
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1578058
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1578058
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp9920747
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp9920747
http://www.angewandte.org

